
COHHONWEALTlt OF KENTUCKY 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE CONNISSION 

In the Matter oft 

SOUTH CENTRAL BELL TELEPHONE COHPANY'S ) CASE NO. 91-250 
PROPOSED AREA CALLINQ SERVICE TARIFF 1 

O R D E R  

Thie matter arising upon petition of  BallSouth 

Telecommunication6, Snc. d/b/a South Central Bell Telophono Company 

("South Central Be1l1I), filed December 1, 1993, pursuant to 807 KAR 
5 1 0 0 1 ,  Sqction 7, for confidential protection of the priceout 

informatlon and bill rendering coats in Attachments A, 8, and C in 

South Central Bell's evaluated report on Area Callinp Bervice 

("ACS") on the ground6 that disclosure of the information is likely 
to cauae South Central Bell competitive injury and i t  appearing to 

thie Commission ae follows! 

In an earlier Order dated April 9, 1993, approving South 

Central Bcll'a propoeed area calling service, South Central Bell 

wa6 directed to collect and evaluate 11 month6 of data pertaining 

to the service. The evaluation waa filed in compliance with the 

Order on December 1, 1993, and ir contained in five separate 

attachment6 deeignated A through E. By thir petition, South 

Central Bell Beak6 to protect as confidential the priceout 

information contained in Attachments A,  8, and C to the report. 

The information rought to be protmoted ir  not known outaidm South 

Central Bell and ir not dlrmemlnatmd within South Central Bell 



excopt to thoeo employees who have a legitimate business need to 

know and act upon the information. South Central Bell saeko to 

preaorve and protect the intormation through a11 appropriate moanr. 

KRS 61.872(1) require8 information filed with the Commiasion 

to bo available Por public inspection unless apeoifically exempted 

by statute. Exemptions from this requirement are provided in KRB 

61.878(1). That eection oP the statute exempts 11 oategorier of 

information. One category exempted in rubparapraph (c) of that 

section ie commercial inPormation conPidentially disclored to the 

Commission. To qualify for that exemption, it must be establirhed 

that disclosure of the information in likely to cause subrtantial 

competitive harm to the party from whom the ineormation war 

obtained. To satisPy thin tost, the party claiming confidentiality 

must demonstrate actual competition and a likelihood of subetantial 

competitive injury i f  the information is dirclosed. Competitive 

injury OCCUKE when diEClOEUre of the inpormation givee competitorr 

an unfair bueineas advantage, 

South Central Bell's competitors Por Area Calling Bervioe 

include interexchange carriers and resellern. Using the 

information sought to be protected, other carriere could sarily 

identify lucrative markets within the LATA and could better Pocur 

their marketing efforte to the disadvantage of South Central Bell. 

Specifically, competitors could design rates whiah would appeal to 

specific classes oP cuetomers with certain calling patterns and 

volumes and to minimize transport costa by constructing Pacilities 

in the most advantageous locations. 
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Additionally, dlAClOOure of the Cost information provided in 

the priceouts would allow competitore to determine South Central 

Be11'11 bill rendering coats. Competing bill rendering eervicee are 

offered by interexchange companlee, other Regional Bell Operating 

Companies, and credit card companies. Knowledge of the coat 

information would enable such competitors to better develop 

competing marketing stretegiem. Therefore, disclomure of the 

information is likely to cauoe South Contral Boll competitive 

injury and the information ehculd be protected as confidential. 

This Commiaeion being otherwise sufficiently advimed, 

IT I8 ORDERED that the prioeout and Coot information 

COntAinOd in Attachmento A, 8 ,  and C to South Central Bell's 

rcport, which South Contral Boll ha8 petitioned to be withheld from 

public disclomure, shall be held and retained by this Cornmiasion am 

confidential And ehall not be open for public inmpoctlon. 

Done at Frankfort, Kentucky, this 6th doy of January, 1994. 

PUBLIC SERVICE COHHISSION 

Vice ChAirIMn 

ATTEST I 

p , W  xecutLve Director 


